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Alternative Management Decisions 
Irl pr~v'iteIy ouned cornrnerclal forestc, economrc$ determrne.; whether tlmher 

o r  urltllife ihould bc. eniphasrrccl Profit 15 the basrt responsibility of the fore51 
ldndtrurler (Orell 1964), bho  IS unlikely to (onsider urldlife as an Integral part o f  
fotest management unlesr he recerves a moileta1 y return from game (Clasgou 
and Noble 197 1 )  Dnvis (1967) used a slrnulated program to yuantrfy alternate 
course\ of at tron I-le concluded that no adlust~nerits In trmber management 
Nerc justified to faker (leer \%he11 a harvested but k brought a return o f  only 
$1 '50 When the value o f  the but k M ns $1 Z 00 on fx)or t~mberlnnd o r  $37 00 on 
good trn1lx.r l,ind, sorrie management practtces stlould meet the needs o f  deer 
\V'i~en the price of a Irarvested hut k uas $37 00 on poor ttmberland, and $190 00 
o n  gooti trmberlanci, rnnnagrr., \%err justrfitd in cmphas~zrng deer tn resource 
m,~nagerncnt 

In the past, many Inntioxner s llhtd the rdea of having game wrttirn the context 
of nt>rnt,il irlnber management, but feu u e r e  i ~ l l t ~ n g  io practice special 
techmc~ues to benefit the a~lrrnais It rs knoun, for example, that prewribed 
burnlng of prne forests in small, well-drstl-ibuted unrts benefits deer Yet timber 
industry foxcasters ~ndicatecl an Interest irt burnrng to rrnprove deer habitats only 
if trmk)t"r alqo bet~efited, and they uould not agree to an) added exprnd~turer  for 

Altl~ough ctorronilc factor., may be It~ss IIiiportant on publrc lartdz than prnate,  
t h r ~  it111 rnflueritr nioit publlc nianagement decistons (Byrd and Eiolhronk 
1974) 

I ~ ~ t d c r u n e ~ s  nou, seem receptrve to propos'tls for acijusizng timber harvests 
and other nlanage~nent practices and schedules to accornmodate garne. Before 
attempting habitat improvement, nianagers need information atx~rit costs and 
expected returns, long-term maintenance requirements, and the duration of 
specific treatments. Bemuse over 90 percent of rommercial forest land in the 
South is the privately owned acreage preferred by hunters, management pre- - - 
st ripirons must be applicable to prxvdte Ianrlo-+%riers, par trcularly the small non- 
rnduc_trtal ones, if ttie practices are to tiave reg~onal or natronal impac t 

Habitat Improvements 
Cldine tlabrtat concirtions are g o v ~ r  ned prirnar ilv by trnibrr rnnnagement pr ac- 

ti(c\, the t ~ o  Ino5t cornrnon svsterns txbrilg selection dnd cvcn-aged 111 the St,rrth, 
the even-ageti system rr mote (ontmorl M'hlt h s\stern is the ntost bexieiiclai t o  
wilctl~fe h,t\ 1 1 0 1  beeii dcternlrrled, but the clualrtv of rnanilgtLmc2rlt wems rnore 
irnpor tarrr tIl,ii~ the 41 stc111 ~e le i t e~ f  

S~1vitultur'%i prdttiter rrnprove ulldllfe food supply anti provrde cover for 
rpecxfic gnlne ,ir~i~ri,ils (IIalls 197 1 ,inti 1973, Koccttc 1060, Byt d anti FIolbrocik 
1974, ( ~ o o d ~  urn lO(i1, Lay 19.57, Kipley ,tnd (:arnplx.li 1960, I-lectrrt 1967) Man- 
'lgelnerlt pr ,ic ticcs ttlnt rnost rrrflucnt e hab~tar 'ire ( uttlrlg ( y (  le, and rowtton\, 
the ctze, shnpe, nrttf dirtributrt~~i of tuttrng unrts, trriiber stand tfcrtslty; and 
pw\i cnbt~i hiirrl~rrg Somc ,irt~m,xls hate n,lttrr,il a f t i r l~ t i~s  lor c crtalri rirnbcr 
i>pc=, (\tiansky .irrtl Wall\ l f )G8) ,  so e,tc h prac ttcc3 \hould hc evdItr,iteti for ,a 
 pi^ LILII < ~ l I 7 1 h l 1  ((Hc rd 'iricl Molbrook 1074) ' i r l t l  i o c  i i l~ t \ i  ((roillti 10631 

i h t  I i I.orcb\t k " i ~ i ( t ' ,  \ t ) t i t i l t * r ~ i  Kcgton, /ilriwtlc\c~lopc.ti tlicb 'I-eaturetl 
\kx c 1e\" ((ni( qi' t o  guidcb Il,it,it,it ~ri,in,igt'~x~ nt ~ B K ~ C  t ~ i t ' \  111 e\i'r~-dgcd fol t- , t \  

170 FOTI'ZP~JL North Arnr'rzrmn Mrilrilzf~ Con/~r~nir~ 



For each designated unit of larld, one wildlife species is selected for management 
of its needs, regardless of the presence of other species. The  concept fits readily 
into unit planning, which guides management of all resources on a unit of 
National Forest. Species are selected according to habitat capability, compatibil- 
ity with other resources, public interest and needs, and coordination with State 
and Federal wildlife agencies. Such items as cost, effects on other resources, 
benefits, management zones, uniqueness (rare and endangered species), and 
maintenance of water quality standards are also considered. Management op- 
tions are then modified to meet the "featured species" habitat requiremerlts, as 
well as the needs of timber and other resources. 

Game should respond positively to habitat improvements (Carter and Dow 
1969, Rosene 1969). Increasing forage production from 500 to 1,000 pounds 
per acre would probably influence the number, size, reproduction, and antler 
size of deer as well as affecting timber production, but the extent of response is 
speculative. Forest managers need reliable estimates of expected improvements 
before they commit resources to wildlife habitat. The Forest Service's Southern 
Forest Experiment Station, in ccmperation with state game and fish agencies, is 
currently studing the response of white-tailed deer to timber stand conditions 
and management practices. Also being developed are models that show how 
improved habitat affect deer in shortleaf-lohlolly pine-hardwood forests. 

costs 

Relative costs and returns will determine both the share of available funds, 
land, and labor that should be devoted to game interests anti the extent to which 
game will be allowed to interfere with timber and other resources. In commercial 
forests, any activity designed specifically to improve game and habitat should be 
financed by income derived fiom the game. For practices that mutually benefit 
game and timber, such as prescribed burning, costs should be apportioned. 

Forest landowners who wish to benefit game may easily adjust most manage- 
ment practices to habitat improvement. Keeping cutting units small (100 acres or  
less) adds little o r  nothing to harvest costs, and limiting stand density helps 
maintain food production (Schuster and Halls 1963) and benefits pine growth. 
For example, a residual stocking of 500 to 750 pine stems per acre will give rapid 
diameter growth without reducing volume production (Mann and Lohrey 1974). 
Moreover, extremely dense stands are undesirable for both wildlife and timber. 
Frequent cuts would provide several payments to the landowner over a 10-to 
50-year period and would probably provide better tax benefits than one large 
cut, especially for the small landowner. Increasing the frequency of prescribed 
burns and keeping the burning units small and well-distributed in pirrelands 
might increase costs, but such burning provides protection against wild fire. 

A computer simulation study in Missouri (Smith 1974) indicated that the extra 
cost of manipulating timber stands to improve habitat conditions was approxi- 
rnately $. 10 per acre per year at current stumpage prices and $.54 per acre per 
year at potential prices when allocated over a 40-year period. 

Some practices designed to benefit wildlife are expensive. Establishing and 
maintaining permanent forest openings with native vegetation may cost over 
$100 per acre o f  opening when the arcas are cultivated, kr-tilizeti,arid pkartted 
with improved food. Reduced timber production from openings must be re- 
garded as a cost of growing food for game. 



Returns 

Monetary returns from game are usu,ilIy a result of fec s ( hargeci b r  hunting 
o n  a per-acre, per-hunt, o r  per-gun basts Altllough non-garnc species have 
rnonetary value, they rarely contribute drreftly to forest rrlanagenlerlt dcc i.-;lon5 

"Fee-t~unt~ng" began ln Texas ~n tire early 1920'1, ,rnc?i rs r-eou coarrrnon 
throughout the State Average returns per acre were $1 07 in 1064 ('Teer and 
Forrest 1968) and are nou probably h ~ g h e r  bet aure of the h ~ d e  vnrwry of icr 
\Ice% offereti 

Most Lange fo~esr  i a n d o ~ n e r s  I n  the Sor~th char ge ,I fee fclr hunting or) d i  

least some portion of therr Imds c\en though nr<xndgenlc"nt 15 rrmbea-orarntrd 
(Stransky 1971) Minimum rates 111 east rexa\  fc,nects arc dbt>ilt $1 00 per acac 
per year, $125 00 per gun, o r  $1 0 00 per day on 'areas uherc no rpcc id1 \+t~lcilrii: 
managernent practices are ~mp, sed  The buck deer harvest probablv doe\ not 
exceed one animal per 150 dc res. 

At the Piedmont Wildlife Refuge tn Texas, timber receipts have dveraged 
approx~mately $10.00 per acle per year, and Leased hunttng rates are about 
$ I  .iO t o  $2 00 per atre per year (Pass 1874) 61asgow and Nobel (1971) pre- 
dlcted that hunting rights on most boitomlantl harduood areas of the Wldsouth 
v+ould bring a mlnlmtim of $5 00 per acre per year ~+jtbin 25 years 

An example o f  how fee h u n t ~ n g  has progrc~ssed large forest ownersh~p 15 

s h o ~ n  by Gulf States Paprr Cornpani, an Alabama (Stout, I n  preqs) Before 1946, 
irrirltrng ~ d 4  not aiiobecl. horn I956 lo 1954 free huntrng was ailoived wrrh 
lim~ted pemmlts, from 1965 to 1972, a nominal fee $+as reclurred, and in 1972, fc e 
hunttng uas expanded to aliou profits. Charges ranged from $1 00 to $3.00 per 
acre on upland sltes, $2.50 to $6.00 per acre o n  bottomland hardwoods, and 
$10.00 to $20.00 per acre on especiaffy good sites with special services. In addi- 
tion to allowing fee hunting, the company adjusted t i m k r  management to ac- 
tornmodate game by reducrng the sr7e of cutting blocks, distributing the blocks 
over a wide area, prescr~be-burning every 3 ycarc, thrnning tlrnber, ancl schedul- 
lng cuts througflout the rotation 

Fee ( h a r g n g  bv snnall forest landowners 1s less common Most upland brrd 
huntrng (cluadl, ~ o o d c o c k ,  and dove) takes plate on  small forest land lno161ngs 
(Mry-ward l060), but fees are not charged as often as hrrh b ~ g  game Most smat? 
land hoitlrngs are scattered and are not large enough t o  lease The p.,sslbi%rty of 
c c>n> b~rlrrig then] Into llurirrr~g lease.; has k e n  suggested (S~rarmrkv and  Hr; &la 

1C)O"i) h~r r  Iras not ye t  bcrn adopted 44 htantrng spare "ue-ccirases rnt renstngip 
scarce, srnail private lantiouners mav ulsh to develop this vast pitern~trai Ak- 
though FIP \\tll coon plac e ntany acres of srnaiI ou nerslxip lands under rrnproved 
timber rllanagerrlent prat rrt e i ,  the prefer ente  c i f  hunter lor unmanaged wc?-odi 
(Horvath 1974) and strict ernphas~r on timber productlor1 may reduce the value 
o f  these lands for h u n t ~ n g  The  FIP may tlrereftire be rnd~rectly Rrrtrcaslilg 
I~unting pressures on industrial and public lands. 

Many landowners in the Soutlr are willing to allow hunters on their land 
(Mtx,cty 1969, f-lorvarh 1974, Sronr in press) and are willing to help krsi-rease- 
garne, especially If expenses are shared hy lrurrters or wilcilife agenciei, iF.mersiari 
and Bun.bar~k 1968). As an incentive. t c i  habitat ianprouc.arla.r:r, Wiigl l i  and I art- 
caster (1973) have suggestect a ikdermiiy spnscirtrd ~lrogranl tTmt pays ~ ~ T I ~ I C ~ S  

aoi average of $300.00 et, ;illow i-euntiisg and fishing on their property. 
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T h e  costs of  maintalnlng a n d  Improving hab~ta t s  o n  publ~c lands are  j u s t  as 
h ~ g h  as fo r  prlvate Taxes currently pay the costs, but there 1s strong f e e l ~ n g  that 
users should be c harged d~rect ly,  u h ~ c h  m ~ g h t  result In huritlng fees o n  National 
Forecri The "Came Lands" program In North (:arol~na (Amundsen 1973) ~ l lus -  
trates hou the Southern Natlonal Forests are  a p p l y ~ n g  t h ~ s  p r l r ~ c ~ p l e  In coopera-  
tlon ur th State Game commlsslons and prlvate landounerg Fach hunter  pays  a 
$6 00 annual fee that g v e s  h ~ m  access to nearly 2 mil l~on acres of prlvate, state, 
and  federal !ands This  fee IS u ~ d  to re~rnburse private Idndouners a n d  to 
develop and Improve the h a b ~ t a t  for  wildl~fe 

T h e  Sikes Act (H  R 115'37) authorizes federal agencies, rncluci~ng the Fore5t 
Serv~ce,  to  cooperate with state wildlife agencles to Improve wildl~fc h a b ~ t d t  on  
federal lands T h e  states may charge hunters a n d  fishermen a n  additional f e e  o r  
stamp requirement to be used only for Improving the alea &here the fee  uac 
collected 

Predictably, state-owned game management  areas give hlgh prlorrty to 
wlldl~fe In  the past, h u n t ~ n g  o n  these areas has b e e n t r e e ,  but nou a fee  15 

frequently charged to defray the cost of a d m ~ n ~ s t m t ~ o n  and In sonie cases to 
Improve the h a b ~ t a t  For example, in Texas, a fee of $10,00 pei cia). IS charged to 
hunt  deer ,  a n d  $1 00 IS charged for sclusrrel (;lasgol+ and Noble (1071) pre- 
dicted that h u n u n g  o n  h ) t h  state and  federal land u11I probdbly Increase In hell 
managed areas k i th  good hunting, hunters appear  ~ 1 4 l t n g  t o  pay a noininnl fee 

Regardless of  landownership and  size of  holdings, the t rend in Southern 
forest management is to include game and  to charge a fee for  hunting. 'The cost 
of the hunt ing permit o r  lease will eventually be determined by supply and  
demand,  particularly o n  private lands. T h e  dollar return will then determine 
what adjustments are  justified to  integrate the needs of  game with o ther  re- 
sources. T h e  process is difficult because o f  continual changes in the relative 
values of  resource products and in public attitudes. Both the timber grower and  
game manager have to plan for long-term responses, yet values may change 
drastically in a short time, as the rapid change in timber prices over the past two 
years illustrates. 

Few question the desirability of including game as a component of the forest 
environment. Most forest landowners, however, would have to be assured o f  a 
monetary return before making any adjustments to  Savor game habitat at the 
expense of  timber growing. 
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Discussion 
1)ISCI;SSION I,I<AI>E:R 7'0MBAUCH: 'l'hartk you, Mr. Halls. I would like to  ask oiie 

question myself tx.forc5 we get irrto additional ones. Vout- work (oncentrated largely in iirc. 
reverruc, stares. l 'here  have kxcn studies that irrdicatc~ that per unit costs for indiiitri;:? 
provision o f  fee hunting have k e n  reduceti tttrougkr yxrrlr;ips a grcatt.r respect ior-  t i l t -  

resource anti fi)r pr-operry illat is Iwing hunted on .  Is this i cis? hc t(:r ;i side issue? 
MR.  HAl.1.S: 1 irltlicated in some of rliese srutiies tirat wmc of thc iost, ;it lcasf soii:i o i  

t l i i . ~ '  theoretical pnrgr;alrls, iaii be vc-ry little . Woiseve;.. I arri not fiuililiar w l # i i  ;triy p ; t r ; i c t J -  

lar stud) that has stlown exactly what the cost would !x t t r  riic pi-iv;itt* i d  o\vrwa 
DIS(:IJSSION 1.k:ADF.R 7'OMBAUC;H: Thank you. 
MR. KC)R I-IUGHES [Sierra (:lutt]: After lisretrirlg to y o i ~  arid leading y-our paper- ant i  

xcirtg some of tile terminology such as "under-managed fi~rests arld no wildlife 1zl;rnagc- 
rnerlt goals by forest owners," one questiori that occurs is that it ntigitr tx desirable, socially, 
to retain thcse snlall woodlands with balanced wildlife popttlations rather than skew thcirl 
to game pt,pulatiorrs. Irr relation t t J  the finding that you nterttioned, fitr example, sucii as 
the Sykes Act, the implication is that they are game orierited, but is that really true o r  can 
the State Fish and (;arne 1)epartntent use this motley for all species? You rekrretl  irt your 
paper to the featured spec-ies concept o f t h e  Forest Service and I would like to know jrrst 
how ntuch of these featured species concepts are ritilizeti to enhante habitat for rlon-pmc- 
spxies,  endangered species, etc. . . . 
I)IS(:USSlON 1.I-AUER 'I'OMBAUGFI: You are prlttirig yoiir. syxcaki-r at a it-I-riiiic. dii.r:l- 
vantage with ail of these cjuesticins at snce. (:auld you iiartdlc them orlr ;it a timc? 

MR. HU<;I--Il<S: Fine. My first ;%I-tual cjuestiorl was in relation to ihc. srrlaii wcsotilar~ds. 1'. i t  

better socially to irrerge then) ii,r halanced wiltllife jx)iru!aiic!ris o r  for g;linc, p)pui;itlci!i\ 
and do we really have to rnanage thein by intcrkreiice? 

M R .  I-IA1,LS: My assigned paper here was o n  economics and I have avoicktl talking tocn 
much about sonic o f  the values of ctthr~r spcies .  Of course there ;ire vcry clrfitiite v;tlucs 
from other species and so I am sure theic would tx benefit iron1 itit.luding other species on 
these lands. However, I think that the major inccntivtx to impn~ve  n~,lrtagemerlt ofw)me of 
these lands would still come from the returns that you got from the game anirrtal. Irisofar 
as the social values are involved, yes, I think this depends on other spccies. 

MR. HUGHES: What alxtut the featured species concrpt? I-iow is that utilized for 
non-garne spe~ies?  

M R  HA1 LS. T h e  featured species tontepr vcw defirrrteiv inc hide\ nun-g'rnit o r  othc r 
species--very definitely x,, yes. 

MR. IiUGHES: no you have any examples of. that? 
MR. I3AI.I.S: The reti rtx kadrti wt,iidpet ker. 
MR. IILJGP-ik-"i I n  the last paragraph oi yoili. paper, y<)i l  s:aii. that yoc cjuesiio~? t i ~ c .  

tiesirability of includirig game its compotient of the foresi cnviro~?iitci~c. 4 :rnl :r;i~her dlsai;- 
pointed if, as you \a)-, your dircctor~ i r r  prc~pzrring the p a p r  -sac strictly i,n :he rc(irrc;- 
rnics,that in this day arid agc, at this type of sessiori. we arts rtii! wpar;iring rhesc. ti~iilgs ::rlt. 

FROM 'I'F-IE: I ; L O O K :  Do you have any ptpularion figurtas for white-tailed deer or1 
private lands in the South? 

MR.  HALLS: No, 1 don't have any specific figures on that. I might say, that thc whire- 
tailed ticer population, although I don't tiavtz airy specific- figures for the past thirty or- 
forty years, in the South, has increased considerably, almost doubliirg every ten-year 
period and most ofthis increastx tias come 011 private lands. As to the exact figure$, I don't 
krtow and I don't know that there are anv specific figut-es. 

MR. CAROTHEKS [Louisiana): I wonder if' any ofy:,u people here have 4ieard of on:- 
of t ~ u r  problei~ts i r i  1.ouisiana called "Iiunrers Unlimited." I k ~ l r ~ w  that you have heard of 
1)utks Unlirnitetf, but this is a new breed. 

In the State Ixgislature ofIx,uisiarla last year, a bill was inlrt~ducrti r c i  r.r'si~-ic r Eirtrii::ag 
clubs and posting of land on areas one thonsand acres and in:.g(.r. 'l'his w'i'i t!rk,aicd, b1.1t 

may l x  back in our  legislature this year. I thought jxrliaps y o u  Eaiiies artti g~~r~tlc~ric.ir rmiigiii 
like to ktiow abut this. 

7.he idea *enis to ix. that gante k longs  to everyixrtiy arrti if  you have large acreages ;iiitl 
are leiising i t  to hunting cltibs, getting three to fi)ur dollars arl at re a year o r  whatever, you 
are excluciing a large r t u ~ r i k r  of people wtto tttink tttey own the gairie. 

M R .  HALIS: This is just a cornntent, but one of the large tirnber--land cornparric:~ in east 



I c u,is 15 c{u~te au'tre of tliis ~rr t l  tliey tt'ive d fee tturiti~tg ,y\tern on ttreir ldnci I hey dori't 
exc ltltic ,iriytxicir/ hi11 t t l r ~  : h,irgt eicrvoric. I lieietorc., i t  IS rtot ext ltrsive to a t crrslri 
gTotlp 

I t r t  \i 00 t t i l \  to .i\oiti i,%hai bou <ire trilLiitg I i t ~ ) ~ t  \o tti' L di) riot exciude anv partliul,br 
~ C I Q ) I I I I  t ( i \ t \  tilt m tro\+cb\er clulte n bit rrr(>rtx I r i  triariagetr,t nr ,irltf aclrniii~srraciori of r h ~ r  
t i in  of progx.int ri1.111 it  iiot 5 ::I Ic 'is< ttic 1,irict out I l ( > v , c  .vc r ttrcli Ieel ~t ts uorthwhilc 
(iolrlg i t  < , t i  iti1s t>'f\l\ 

( I 1  Z I K 1 1  1% "I b C IKTS(TI-14UCI i ~orrtllc r i f  I tar1 tdkc the ( hair-~nan's prerogative 
i i c  r c  ,irttl .i\k oric Ltirrlrtr que\ticirl c,f v c ) u  1x)uell kct~r. rt.ferreci a: least once, ic )  the 
cortt c IX of c l t ~ t l ~ t c  tltlniirtg ' I t114 15 ~)rrtethirtg tttnt I fiitti \ e ~ y  p ) o ~ I v  titfined With 
r c g a ~ i  to ti<~irtg cttt,it ~ o u  ,ric p r o p ) \ n ~  hhnt 1.5 qu,ilitc huritirig" In rrlatiorr t o  srn,ili a,irnc 
,inti tic i r - Is  11 r i  I,itc ti to \ut t cX>s or r elateti to rtx rc ,itiondl opportnnicv; 

l I R  l i  Z t  l i  I tliiilk 1 ntt-rttioried irr  the paper, most of the time u e  equated i t  ut th 
\ucct \\, but f ,+rrt .ift,ztti tii,it ma\lw c.+c .~tould Ix. trtterciff i f  v,e c.:juafetl it urth recre,itroxia1 
,irtiiutlt \ I--Io.iit.>c i tht l i ~ c  mrure tloc 1rit11< ate that people are more intere3tt ti In hxrng 
dhlr to g1) oil! iwtrig .it)lc ro iirtti ertougii game nitti twrng nble to shoot 11 flitlt, to thcxrrl is 
one of rhc jirirlic i t  cjui$itc\ f o r  uitnt tt-lc.r (dl1 c(~laiit5 htinting" In  t f tc  k)utti panicuiar l~  
thic tr<tpiip ljit\unc\s l r L t  I \,iici f,ii~l\ well Clo\\tl on the xaic* 

M K  (,I Z"r( .O\. t  [ t~~rr~cl, ir in] In ,i rcct nt <Ic.orgla surccy, tltc,re % , I \  cjuite a h ~ g h  qaltic 
pI.+cc ti or1 i i i i t fL t tc  t x  i)ii(i h t i t (  iitiri n nori-t ortsumptn-t grtiup Do y o t ~  have arty ;riggt\i 
tron I O  t i o ~  I t r i \  i a t  IN. 1r~ir14'it< ti ~ r i t o  c c : j ~ ~ o r ~ t ~ (  5 for t i ~ c  latid ownere 

\1R I f  ?.I 1-4 Mc i l  fr,inkir, i-ro I tliirik r ! i c . r  h'ivc iwc i i  x v t  ml \trggc\rron5 rriadr hut 
irrsoi,rr ,is i Lrioi,\ iiirtIit~rg tins kt  11 .ver\i \utt e\sful For cxnrnplc, there h n s  k c  n iomc 
cffctr.t to \ell 1)ut k Sidrnnrpi, to people that are not r l e t e s ~ n l y  interested In hunting, l ~ u t  
xc rt JU'C 1ntt wsttbti 111 the prc \cr\,irlon of clut Li tiouc 5c.t I urtder\tsnti t h ~ r  ud5rl't ' L C ~  

\ucct csful Orrl\ ,i f c  v, were roltl 
VR C F I  AC(vO'iZ I liar goe\ to ~tdcc or f ~ d e r d l  agency, I tx-l~cwe tfoue.i.t r v,hat I arii 

tilirrtg to get at I \  \~flnt  ( l i r ~  the l,iii(i 011111cr tier~bt trorn r t r r i  gtoup8 
CIK HA1 I \ L % c I I  I dort't reallc knou uliat he tnn grt o r  even exlxc t frorn i t  I thirtk 

tht te art ~x )~ \ ib t l~ t i ec  f i ~ r  u ~ m c ~ o f  rtl~s, but I ieal1.r do not habe an dnsucr 10 that cjurstlon 
M R  GEORGI. M A  ITFI. LD [Yew York] I am very conrerntd about that Fame questton 

1 \+auld irk? to hear sorric dncttence reac tton to tl~ca idea t t ta jxople u h o  ~ i s h  to puz<hdse 
the rtght to trecpaqs i l r t  prttate I'inci\ ro exriact other u~ldlifc v't1uc.s prrtiapr cctuld he 
tilargeti the \ame fee h i t  ttlc liirrntc~ ts charged in the I.all, vc*t u x  the land the bear round 
nritf \trli not have to pi )  a 11cer1w a\ ,r huriter ticieq 
VK iHA1 1-5 'It( 11 f habe ri:, cornrxicnt to itrat 
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